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REMARKS 

Applicants have hereby submitted this Request for Continued Examination and this 
preliminary amendment in order to highlight the distinctions between the presently claimed 
invention and the prior art. By this amendment, Applicants have modified the independent 
claims in order to further specify that the electromagnetic wave absorber does not provide 
any signal that is further processed by the device. Although Applicants claimed invention is 
substantially different than the Paulick reference cited by the Examiner, Applicants have 
submitted this amendment to clarify that the specified wave absorber cannot possibly be the 
antenna identified by the Examiner. Additionally, Applicants have submitted an information 
disclosure statement which provides the prior art identified by the Applicants in the 
specification. 

This reference demonstrates the state of the conventional electronic device having 
electromagnetic wave absorbing material. As demonstrated by this reference, the wave 
absorber does not have a surface in contact with the conductive case of the device and a 
conductive member in contact with another surface of the wave absorber that is also 
connected to the case. The prior art cited by the Examiner is similarly deficient and does not 
even describe an electronic device having any and electromagnetic wave absorbing material. 
As noted above, the cited antenna is plainly distinct in light of the modifications to the claim 
language set forth above. 

Applicants have also submitted new claims that specify the electromagnetic wave 
absorber is a body of material having a first surface in contact with the conductive case and 
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wherein a conductive member at an opposite surface is in electrical communication with the 
conductive case. The prior art of record similarly fails to teach or suggest this alternate 
expression of the invention. 

Accordingly, in light of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that all claims 
now stand in condition for allowance. The undersigned invites the Examiner to contact him 
directly should there be a need to address any minor informalities. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Date: 




TREXLER, BUSTOJELL, GIANGIORGI 
BLACKSTQNJ>& MARR, LTD. 

105 W. Ada^Street, 36 th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
Tel: (312)704-1890 
Attorney for Applicants 



page 9 



PAGE 14/14 - RCVD AT 12/16/2005 6:34:01 PM [Eastern Standard Ttme] * 8VR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/26 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:312 704 8137 * DURATION <mm-ss):05-48 



